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^ Abstract 

We recalculate, within the BFKL approach and at the next-to-leading order, the 
(T) _ jet vertex relevant for the production of Mueller-Navelet jets in proton collisions and 

of forward jets in DIS. We consider both processes with incoming quark and gluon. 
The starting point is the definition of quark and gluon impact factors in the BFKL 
approach. Following this procedure we show explicitly that all infrared divergences 
cancel when renormalized parton densities are considered. We compare our results for 
the vertex with the former calculation of Refs. [IJ [2]. 
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1 Introduction 



The Mueller-Navelet jet production process [3] was suggested as an ideal tool to study the 
Regge limit of perturbative Quantum ChromoDynamics (QCD) in proton-proton (or proton- 
antiproton) collisions. It is an inclusive process 

p(pi)+p(p 2 ) -> Ji(k Jtl ) + J 2 (kj t2 ) + X , (1) 

where two hard jets J\ and J2 are produced (the transverse momenta of jets are much larger 
than the QCD scale, k 2 J1 ~ k 2 J2 ^> Aq CD ) in the kinematical region where the jets are 
separated by a large interval of rapidity, Ay ^> 1. This regime requires large center of mass 
energy s of the proton collisions, s = 2pi ■ p 2 ^> kj 12 , since Ay ~ In s/kj 12 . It can be 
studied experimentally at modern high energy hadron colliders, LHC and Tevatron. 

The BFKL approach [I] is the most suitable framework for the theoretical description of 
the high-energy limit of hard or semi-hard processes. At high s, large logarithms of the energy 
compensate the small coupling and must be resummed at all orders of the perturbative series. 
The BFKL approach provides a systematic way to perform the resummation in the leading 
logarithmic approximation (LLA), which means resummation of all terms (a s \n(s)) n , and 
in the next-to- leading logarithmic approximation (NLA), which means resummation of all 
terms a s (a s ln(s)) n . 

In the BFKL approach, both in the LLA and in the NLA, the high-energy scattering am- 
plitudes are expressed by a suitable factorization of a process- independent part, the Green's 
function for the interaction of two Reggeized gluons, and process-dependent terms, the so- 
called impact factors of the colliding particles (see, for instance, [3]). The Green's function is 
determined through the BFKL equation, whose kernel is known at the next-to-leading order 
(NLO) [6j Ej. The impact factors of the colliding particle are a necessary ingredient for the 
complete description of a process in the BFKL approach and, therefore, to get a contact with 
phenomenology. The only impact factors calculated so far with NLO accuracy are those for 
colliding quark and gluons [SJ HJ [TTJJ ELI], for forward jet production [TJ [2], for the 7* — > 7* 
transition [12], and for the 7* to light vector meson transition at leading twist [13J. 

The DO collaboration at Tevatron [T3] observed power-like rise of the Mueller-Navelet jet 
cross section with energy, though the DO results revealed an even stronger rise than predicted 
by LLA BFKL calculations. Besides the cross section measurement, it was suggested to study 
a less inclusive observable, such as the decorrelation of jets in the relative azimuthal angle. 
The DO experiment [T3] found less decorrelation than predicted by LLA calculations [T5|[T7]. 

Important improvements were made toward the description of the process within NLA 
accuracy. Effects related with QCD running coupling were studied in [18j[T9]. In [20 | |2~T ] 122] 
the full NLO Green's function was implemented, but the jets impact factors were taken into 
account at the leading order only. 

Recently the results of a complete NLA analysis of the process ([T]) were reported |23j, 
which incorporates NLO corrections to both the BFKL Green's function and the jets impact 
factors, calculated earlier in [fl [2] . The authors of [23] found that for kinematics typical of 
the LHC experiment the effect of NLO corrections to the jet impact factors is very important, 
of the same order as the one obtained from the NLO correction to Green's function. This 
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observation is similar to one obtained earlier in the NLA analysis of the diffractive double 
p-electroproduction [24J. Another important conclusion of [23] is that the results for Mueller- 
Navelet jet observables obtained within complete BFKL NLA analysis appeared to be very 
close to the one calculated in the conventional collinear factorization at the NLO, with the 
only exception of the ratio between the azimuthal angular moments (cos (20))/ (cos 0). 

In our opinion it would be important to have an independent calculation of Mueller- 
Navelet jet observables in NLA. The aim of the present paper is the calculation of NLO 
correction to the jet impact factor in order to have an independent check of the results 
of [H In many technical steps we follow closely the method used in [TJ |2], but we will 
take advantage of starting from the general definition for the impact factors at NLO, see [5], 
which allows us to come to the results more shortly. 

The paper is organized as follows. In the next Section we will present the factorization 
structure of the cross section, recall the definition of BFKL impact factor and discuss the 
treatment of the divergences arising in the calculation; in Section 3 we give the derivation 
of the quark contribution to the impact factor; Section 4 is devoted to the calculation of 
the gluon part; finally, in Section 5 we summarize our results and make a comparison to the 
ones of [HI2]. 



2 General framework 

The state of the jets can be described completely by their rapidities, yi } 2, and transverse 
momenta, kj t x and kj t2 . We denote the azimuthal angles of the produced jets as and 4> 2 . 
It is convenient to define the Sudakov decomposition for the jets momenta. For a jet in the 
fragmentation region of the proton with momentum p\, one has 

p 

kj,i = x JA pi + —^-p 2 + k JA± , k 2 J1± = -kj A , (2) 

where we assume pi = p\ = neglecting the proton mass and the longitudinal fraction 
= 0(1) is related to the jet rapidity in the center of mass system by 

1, x li s , dx JA 



2 k\ x 

In QCD collinear factorization the cross section of the process reads 

i i 

1 a ~kz A2T = S / / dx 1 dx 2 f i (x 1 ,^)f j (x 2 ,^) d y Xl *z^„r , (3) 

dxj :1 dxj :2 d 2 kj A d 2 kj,2 i,j= q ,q, g J Q J dx Jt idxj >2 d z kj tl d z k Jj2 

where the i,j indices specify parton types (quarks q = u,d,s; antiquarks q = u,d,s; or 
gluon g), fi(x,/i) denotes the initial proton parton density function (PDF), the longitudinal 
fractions of the partons involved in the hard subprocess are Xi 2 , ji is the factorization 
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scale and dai i j(x\X2S, y) is the partonic cross section for the production of jets, and s = 
X1X2S is the energy of parton-parton collision. At lowest order each jet is represented by a 
single parton having high transverse momentum, and the partonic subprocess is given by an 
elementary two-to-two scattering. In the discussed Mueller-Navelet kinematics the higher 
order contributions to the partonic cross section have to be resummed using BFKL approach. 
Such resummation at NLA accuracy depends on the details of jet definition (jet algorithm) 
and will be specified later. 

A convenient starting point for our discussion is the case of inclusive forward parton- 
parton scattering, considered in D = 4 + 2e dimensions to regularize the appearing diver- 
gences. Due to the optical theorem, the cross section is related to the imaginary part of the 
forward parton-parton scattering amplitude, 

a = ^, (4) 

s 

which is given in the BFKL approach at NLA by 

(5+ioo 

£ r d D ~ 2 q f d D ~ 2 q f du ( s \ w 

XmsA =j2^J -gHM&«0/ -gr^H*,*,) J 2-{-) G u (ft,fc), 

S—ioo 

(5) 

where the Green's function obeys the BFKL equation 

w G u {&, q 2 ) = 5 (D " 2) (gi - &) + J d D ~ 2 qK{q Xl q) G u (q, q x ) , (6) 

and $p t i(qi, So), $p,2(— 9*2, sq) are the parton impact factors calculated separately for the 
cases of massless quark and gluon in [SI El ttD]- Here q\, q^ are the transverse momenta of 
the Reggeized gluons, the energy scale parameter s is arbitrary, the amplitude, indeed, does 
not depend on its choice within NLA accuracy. 



2.1 Parton impact factors 

In this subsection we review the definition of the impact factors in NLO. 

Both the kernel of the equation for the Green's function and the parton impact factors 
can be expressed in terms of the gluon Regge trajectory, 

j(t) = 1 + u{t) , (7) 

and the effective vertices for the Reggeon-parton interaction. 

To be more specific, we will give below the formulae for the case of forward quark impact 
factor. We start with the LO, where the quark impact factors are given by 
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Figure 1: Schematic representation of the forward parton impact factor. Here p± is the 
proton momentum, X\ is the fraction of proton momentum carried by the parton and q is 
the transverse momentum of the incoming Reggeized gluon. 

where q is the Reggeon transverse momentum, and T^q denotes the Reggeon-quark vertices 
in the LO or Born approximation. The sum {a} is over all intermediate states a which 
contribute to the q — >• q transition. The phase space element dp a of a state a, consisting of 
particles with momenta £ n , is (p q is initial quark momentum) 

d Pa = (2,f <w L + q-Y, t.) II raffle ' (9) 

while the remaining integration in ([8]) is over the squared invariant mass of the state a, 

M 2 a = ( Pq + qf . 

In the LO the only intermediate state which contributes is a one-quark state, {a} = q. 
The integration in Eq. (jSJ) with the known Reggeon-quark vertices T q °q is trivial and the 
quark impact factor reads 



*®W = f^2^> (10) 

where g is QCD coupling, a s = g 2 /(47r), A^ c = 3 is the number of QCD colors. 

In the NLO the expression (jSJ) for the quark impact factor has to be changed in two ways. 
First one has to take into account the radiative corrections to the vertices, 

r(°) r - r(°) -+- 

1 qq ^ 1 qq 1 qq ~ 1 qq m 

Secondly, in the sum over {a} in ((SJ), we have to include more complicated states which 
appear in the next order of perturbative theory. For the quark impact factor this is a state 
with an additional gluon, a = qg. However, the integral over M% becomes divergent when 
an extra gluon appears in the final state. The divergence arises because the gluon may be 
emitted not only in the fragmentation region of initial quark, but also in the central rapidity 
region. The contribution of the central region must be subtracted from the impact factor, 
since it is to be assigned in the BFKL approach to the Green's function. Therefore the result 
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for the forward quark impact factor, see [9] and Fig. [H reads 

Vg 7 {a} 7 ^ 

-1 / d D -^f\k)K^\k,q)\n { \ ) , (11) 
A J k \{k — q) z SQ I 

where the intermediate parameter s\ should go to infinity. The second term in the r.h.s. 
of f|TT]) is the subtraction of the gluon emission in the central rapidity region. The dependence 
on sa vanishes because of the cancellation between the first and second terms. is the 
part of LO BFKL kernel related to real gluon production 

^-^(iV (12) 

The factor in ( JTTj) which involves the Regge trajectory arises from the change of energy 
scale (q 2 — > s ) m the vertices T. The trajectory function u(t) can be taken here in the 
one- loop approximation (t = —q 2 ), 

W W = /o.\n-i TT / — = - 9 N c ,,. n/9 „, n A q J ■ (13) 



(2tt)^-i 2 7 k\q-k) 2 » c (4vr)^ r(2e) 

In the Eqs. flH]) and (1TT1) we suppress for shortness the color indices (for the explicit form 
of the vertices see [8, 9J). The gluon impact factor $> g (q) is defined similarly. In the gluon 
case only the single-gluon intermediate state contributes in the LO, a = g, which results in 

*f(?) =t^S 0) (^ (14) 

here Ca = N c and Cp = (N 2 — 1)/(2N C ). Whereas in NLO additional two-gluon, a = gg, and 
quark-antiquark, a = qq, intermediate states have to be taken into account in the calculation 
of the gluon impact factor. 

2.2 Jet impact factor 

Similarly to the parton-parton scattering ([5J) one can represent the resummed jet cross section 
in the form 



<5+ioo 

da 1 f d D - 2 q 1 d$j tl (q 1 ,s ) f d D ~ 2 q 2 d$ J>2 (-q 2 , go) f dw ( sT _ 

dJ x dJ 2 (2n) D ~ 2 J q 2 dJi J q 2 2 dJ 2 J 2™ U/ ' 

<5— ioo 

(15) 

where we introduce jet impact factors differential with respect to the variables parameterizing 
the jet phase space, 

dJ± = dxj : id D ~ 2 kj : i , dJ 2 = dx j, 2 d D ~ 2 kj t2 . 
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Following |T] we consider our process in the frame of a generic and infrared safe jet 
algorithm. In practice, this is done by introducing into the integration over the partonic phase 
space a suitably defined function which identifies the jet momentum with the momentum of 
one parton or with the sum of the two or more parton momenta when the jet is originated 
from the a multi-parton intermediate state. In our accuracy the jet can be formed by one 
parton in LO and by one or two partons when the process is considered in NLO. In the 
simplest case, the jet momentum is identified with the momentum of the parton in the 
intermediate state k by the following jet function [25J: 



Sf (jfe; x) = 5{x - Xj)5 (D ~ 2 \k - kj) 



(16) 



In the more complicated case when the jet originates from a state of two partons with 

(3) 

momenta k\ and k 2 , we need another function S j , whose explicit form is specific for the 
chosen jet algorithm. An example of jet selection function in the case of the cone algorithm 
is the following [25J: 



S^ cone \k 2 ,k u x^;x) = Sf\k 2 ; x(l - [[Ay 2 + A0 2 ] 



\h\ + \k 2 \ 
maxflfcij, \k 2 \) 



-R c 



I Ar x | + \k 2 \ 
max(|fci|, \k 2 \) 



-i 2^ 



-R r 



(17) 



+ Sf\h + k 2 ;x)e 



\ki\ + \k 2 



1 2 



h—R c 



max(|/ci|, \k 2 \) 



[Ay 2 + A0 2 ] 



where the Sudakov decomposition of the parton momenta 



k 2 

ki = xfcpi + —^—P2 + k 
xpi-s 

k 2 

k 2 = x(3 2 pi + — §—p2 + k 
xp 2 s 



2 a. J 



k 2 2 = 



(19) 



is used, with fli + f3 2 = 1 and k\ + k 2 = q, owing to momentum conservation in the partonic 
subprocess. -R con e in ([IT]) is the cone-size parameter, Ay and A<fi are the difference of rapidity 
and azimuthal angle in the two parton state, respectively: 



Ay = In 



1 - p x \k 

Ti 




A0 = arccos 



ki ■ k 2 



(20) 



21.2 
2 



The three terms in 5'^ 3 ' cone ) represent the case in which the jet is formed by the parton k 2 or 
the parton k\ or both, respectively. 
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In the generic case, the following relations for the jet function must be fulfilled in order 
the jet algorithm be infrared safe: 



Sf\k 2 ,ki,x/3i,x) 

S { j\k 2 ,ki,x/3i,x) 
Sf\k 2 ,ki,xPi,x) 



S?\k 2 ;x) 



Sf\ki + k 2 ; x) , 



h ->■ o , ft -» o 

fci ->■ , 
k 2 ^0 . 



(21) 



Such reduction of Sf^ — > Sf is required in order that the singular contributions generated 
by the real emission be proportional to the lowest order cross section. These contributions 
are canceled with the soft and collinear singularities arising from the virtual corrections and 
the collinear counterterms coming from the PDFs renormalization. 

Besides, we assume that the jet selection function Sf^ is symmetric under the exchange 

— * — * 

of the final state parton kinematic variables, ft -H- ft and k\ ■<->■ k 2 , 



7 (2) 



SfXk^k^xp^x) = SfXk^k^xfax) 



(22) 



The collinear counterterms appear due to the replacement of the bare PDFs by the renor- 
malized physical quantities which obey DGLAP evolution equations, in the MS factorization 
scheme: 

f q (x) = f q (x,lM F ) ~ |J (i+hxf)f^[P„(z)f 9 ^^ F )+P„(z)f g ^,lJL F )] , 

x 

f g (x) = f g (x,VL F ) - |J (l + m ^) / T [ P 9<l( z )f<l(% Vf) + Pgg(z)fg(% Vf)] , (23) 

x 

where j = \ + 1e — ln(47r) « T }^y anc ^ ^he DGLAP splitting functions are: 



Pgg(z) 
Pgg(z) 



Pgg(z) 



1 + z' 



1 + z2 3 t / n \ 
— + 2 S(1 ~ Z) 



1 



T R [z 2 + (1 - z) 2 ] , withT i? = -, 



2C/ 



(1-^)+ 
-{l-zf 



+ 



(1 



+ 41-^: 



| (UC A -AN F T R ) 5{1 



here the plus-prescription is defined by 



(1-x). 



dx 



F{x) - F(l) 
1-x 



— dx 



l-x 



(24) 

(25) 
z), (26) 

(27) 
(28) 



The other counterterm is related with QCD charge renormalization, in the MS scheme: 

a s (fx R ) fllC A 2N F 



a. 



1 + 



4tt V 3 



i + ln4 



(29) 
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Having the results for the lowest order parton impact factors ffTUj) and ffT4|) . we get the 
jet impact factor at the LO level as 

^ - I! * fe<*> + e H s ^ -) • <»> 

given as the sum of the gluon and all possible quark and antiquark PDFs contributions. 
Substituting here the bare QCD coupling and bare PDFs by the renormalized ones, we 
obtain the following expressions for the counterterms: 



d$j(<f)|char 



ge c.t. 



d.J 



x fdx (%rf a (x) + E /.(*)) 4 2) (?» (31) 

J ° \ F a=q,q J 



for the charge renormalization, and 

collincar c.t. 

dl 



x 

E ( p «w° (7) + (f)) + § (7) + E /■ (f 

a=q,q \ a=q,q 

for the collinear counterterm. The latter can be rewritten in the form 

1 1 

G?$j(g ) Icollinear c.t. _ « S A , , \? F \ _( ) /" ,0 / > c (2), 



(32) 







x 



E (p«C9)/« w + p w o% (*)) + ^ ( ^cs)/p (*) + ^(/?) E /- 

a=g,g F \ a=q,q 



X 



(33) 



Besides, we present the expression for the BFKL counterterm which, in accordance to 
the second line of Eq. ( II ip . provides the subtraction of the gluon radiation in the central 
rapidity region: 



diAql l7 KL - - -^(^i^few+zW) 

x / d D-*% _£! ln ( A \ s f^_ £ ) . (34) 

Now we have all the necessary ingredients to perform our calculation of the NLO correc- 
tions to the jet impact factor. As a starting point for our consideration we will use the results 
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(xjpi , kj) 




Figure 2: Schematic representation of the jet vertex for the case of quark in the initial state. 
Here p\ is the proton momentum, x is the fraction of proton momentum carried by the 
quark, Xjpi is the longitudinal jet momentum, kj is the transverse jet momentum and q is 
the transverse momentum of the incoming Reggeized gluon. 

of [SI |H] for the partonic amplitudes obtained in the calculation of partonic impact factors, 

(2) 

introducing there the appropriate jet functions: Sj for the amplitudes with one-parton 
state in the case of one-loop virtual corrections and Sj for the cases with two partons in 
the final state (real emission), in order to define the corresponding contribution to jet cross 
sections. 

For shortness we will present intermediate results for V structures defined always as 



We will consider separately the subprocesses initiated by the quark and the gluon PDFs and 
denote 



3 NLA jet impact factor: the quark contribution 

We start with the case of incoming quark (see Fig. [2]). 
3.1 Virtual correction 

Virtual corrections are the same as in the case of the inclusive quark impact factor [8| 191 [TO]: 




(35) 



V=V q + Vg. 



(36) 



Vf>(*) 



r[l-e] T 2 (l + e) 
e (4tt) £ T(l + 2e) 



(q 2 ) £ / dxJ2fa(x)S?\q;x) 



Q=<?,<? 




1 + 2e 



4 



+ 1 - N F 



(l + 2e)(3 + 2e) 



1 + e 



+ C A In ^ + V(l - e) - 2^(e) + 
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+ ! I I I) X (37) 

4(l + 2 £ )(3 + 2e) e(l + 2e) 4(1 + 2e) 2 J J ' 1 ; 

Here and in what follows we put the arbitrary scale of dimensional regular izat ion equal to 
unity, fj, — 1. We expand (j3~Tj) in e and get 



X 



+ 0(e) . (3* 



5iV> „ /85 7T 2 



3.2 Real corrections 

For the incoming quark case, real corrections originate from the quark-gluon intermediate 
state. We denote the momentum of the gluon by k, then the momentum of the quark is 
q — k; the longitudinal fraction of the gluon momentum is denoted by fix. Thus, the real 
contribution has the form [8j |9j HOI [26] 



a=q,q 

2 



d/3V gq (e,l3) 



[c F (3\q- kf + C A (1 - (3)k ■ (k - (3q) } 



k 2 {q-kf(k- (3q) 2 
x (q- k,k,xp;x) , (39) 



where 



ft = — , P„(e,«- 1 + (1 -« 2 + ^ 



The low limit in the /3-integration appears due to the restriction on the invariant mass of 
intermediate state, which enters the definition f[TTj) of NLO impact factor. Since 



and assuming s\ — >■ oo, we obtain that (3 > (3 . 

We consider separately the term proportional to Cp and to ■ 

The Cj?-term is not singular for (3 — > 0, therefore the limit sa — > oo, or /3 Q — > 0, can be 
safely taken. We get 



a=q,q 



2o2 



k 2 (k-(5q) 



-Sf [q- fc,jfe,z#z) . (40) 
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In order to isolate all divergences, it is convenient to perform the change of variable k = (31 
and to present the integral in the form 



V™ C *\q) 



c. 



(47T 



1 rl 

d% Y] fa{x) / 
= JO 



d(3V gq (e,(3)(3 



2e 



(41) 



x 



a=q,q 
D-2T ^2 



d u ~ 2 l g- _ 
7r 1+£ f 2 + (I- q) 2 



(l-q) 2 I 2 



Sf (q-pr,(3l,x(3;x) . 



The soft divergence appears for j3 — >■ 0; in this region we can introduce the counterterm 



(42) 



X 



d D - 2 l 



a=q,q 

q 2 



vr 1+£ 1 2 + (I- q) 2 



1 1 

(I- q) 2 T 2 



Sf^x) , 



which equals 



a=q,q 



Collinear divergences arise for I — q = and for I — 0; in these regions we can isolate the 
two following counterterms: 



y(R)(C F .colli) ^ = 



Cf 



(47T) e 7 TT^Cf- g ) 2 



6(A 2 - (Z - ^) 



(44) 



x 



Jo 



d/3/3 



2e 



dxJ2fa^)S?\q;x), 



a=q,q 



vm c F ,coi h)m = Cf f 2 _ f2 r dx y f 



x) 



(45) 



x 



d/3 /3 



2s 



Sf\q; x(l - f3))V gq (e, (3) - -^Sf{q- x) 



(2), 



In both these expressions we have introduced an arbitrary cutoff parameter A and subtracted 
the soft divergence. After a simple calculation we obtain 



a=q,q 



x C f 



3 A ' 



+ 0(e) 



(46) 
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The term Vq m ° FMh) 



can be rewritten in the following form 
T\l-e]T 2 (l + e 



£(47r) e n 



(AT fdx £ /.(*) l-\c F Sf\q-x) 

' &=q,q 



+ 



d(3 



P qq (P)+ 2^(1 + /? 2 



ln(l - 0) 
1-/3 



C F + eC F (l-(3) 



x sf (<f;a;/3H+(9(£) 



(47) 



where we performed the change of variable — > 1 — /3, used the plus-prescription ( 128]) and 
the expansion 



(l-^-^^d-/5) + ir ^ + 2, 



ln(l - g) 
1-/3 



+ C(e 2 ) 



Finally, we can define the term 



^(tf)(C F , finite) = y(R)(C F ) _ y (R)(C F , soft) _ y(R)(C F ,colh) _ y(R)(C F ,coll 2 ) ^g) 

which can be calculated at e = 0. We remark that y(fy( c F> &mte ) anc [ y( R )( c F> cool h2) depend 

(R)(C ) 

on the cutoff A, but in the total expression V q this dependence disappears. 

The part proportional to Ca in the r.h.s. of Eq. (1391) reads 

d D ~ 2 k rl 



V} R ^\q) 



(4 



' u a=q,q 



d(3V gq (e,(3) 



Po 



X ^ ( q-k ,k,xP;x 

k 2 {q-k) 2 {k- (3q) 2 



(49) 



The collinear singularity appears at k — q — > 0; in this region we can introduce the coun- 
terterm 



y(R)(C A ,coll)^ 



d D - 2 k 



Q(A 2 -(k-q 



(Any J ^(q-k) 2 

f dx fa{x) f df3V gq (e,f3)Sf\q;x(3) 
Jo Jo 



a=q,q 
^2/ 



r[i- e ] r^i + e) (A2y 

£(4tt) £ r(l + 2e) 1 ' 



(50) 



x 



d x y] fa( x ) / 

JO a= q ,q JO 



d/3 



^P OT (/3)+ eC A (3 



Sf\q;x(3) + 0(e) , 



where /3 has been set equal to zero since the expression is finite in the (3 — > limit and, again, 
the cutoff A was introduced. Another singularity appears when /3 — > 0, actually at any value 
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of gluon transverse momentum k. In this region Sf^ ^> ^> X P'> x ) ~~ ^ (^*~ ^' x ) anc ^ 
it is convenient to introduce the counterterm 



a=q,q 



x f ('-WM^-W) sf (,-_ t - ;l 

k 2 (q-k) 2 (k- (5q) 2 V 



(47T) 



J a=q,q J * J ^ 



g 2 6[(l-/3)|fc|-/3|g-fc|] c(2) 



k 2 (q - k) 2 



Sf(q-k;x) , (51) 



where the averaging over the relative angle between the vectors k and q — k has been per- 
formed. The integration over j3 gives the following result for the counterterm: 

C A f 1 J T . , f d D ~ 2 k q 2 



tt 1+£ k 2 (q-kf 



a=q,q 

x ln ^ _ ^ — S { ? ] (q- k;x) . (52) 

k 2 {\k\ + \q-k\) 2 J V J 

The finite part of the real corrections proportional to Ca is therefore defined by 

y(R)(C A , finite) = y(R)(C A ) _ y(R)(C A ,coll) _ y(R)(C A ,soft) ^ 

When the quark part of BFKL counterterm, given in fl34|) . 

= V / ^^ln ( A-) _ *\ Sf (q-k; x) , (54) 

9 (4vr) £ 7 £v J ^ 1+e \s k 2 J k 2 (q-k) 2 J V > J> \ > 



a=q,q 



is combined with y( R K CA > soi ^ given in (152]) . we see that the dependence on sa disappears, as 
expected, and we get 

V ^ c ^ soft \q) + Vj c \q) (55) 
W ~ 5 •/ ^ k 2 (k-q) 2 \(\k\ + \q-k\) 2 ) 
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3.3 Final result for the quark in the initial state 

We collect first the contributions given in (ggj), fT43]) . f l46|) . fl47j) and fl50j) : 

V {1 \q) = (V (V) + V {R)iCFtSoit) + V (R){Cf ' co11i) + V {R){CF ' con2) + V^ {Ca ' co11) ) (q) 



£(47r) e r(l + 2e) 
N F 



x 



(56) 



-C.ln 



a=q,q 

£0 



11Ca \ 
6 J 



85 tt 2 \ 5 Ar 

I —Np 

18 2 9 



+ C F 3 In 4- - 4 



A 2 



+ (A 2 ) £ fd/3 



Of 



+ e d/3 



2(1 + /3 2 ) 



ln(l - g) 

1-/3 



sf(?;x/3) 
GV + CV(l-/3) + C A /3 



5i 2) (g;x/3)|+0(e). 



Then, we collect the finite contributions, given in Eqs. (I48p and f)53p , transforming them 
to the form used in pQ: 

V^ 2 \q) = (yW^ ,finite) + V q {R)( - CAMite) ) (q) 



dx ^2 f a \ 



x) 



a=q,q 



d(3 



Sf\q- (1 - fi% (1 - P% x(l -P);x) + S [ f\qf3 + (1 - 0)1, (1 - 0){q- l),x(l -fax) 



(1-/3)- 



(3), 



-(1 + /3 2 ) 



d 2 l 

Til 2 



l 2 + (q-l) 2 



-Q(K 2 - I 2 ) \ Sf\q-x0) + Sf(q-x) 



(2), 



rf 2 ^ 

7rA; 2 



d/3 



l + (l-/3) s 





(57) 



g 2 (l-/3)(g-£)-(g(l-/3)-£) o(3) 



(g-A;) 2 (g(l-/3) - k) 2 



Sj (k, q — k, x0; x) 



-e(A 2 -k 2 )Sf (q:.ri) 
Besides, we define 



2g 2 &[(i-m-k\-m} S (2 ){j :. x) 



m- k? 

Vf\q) = (yW(^,«ft) + ^(O)) 



+ 0(e) • 



given in Eq. (J55J). 
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Another contribution originates from the collinear and charge renormalization countert- 
erms, see Eqs. (l3Tj) and fl33|) . 



9. 



r[i-e ] /- 1 

e (4tt) £ 



a=q,q 



(q; x) 



-{fi 2 F y [dp 

Jo 



Up 



(5? 



Finally, the quark part of the jet impact factor is given by the sum of the above four 
contributions and can be presented as the sum of two terms: 



dx ^ /»' 



x 



a=q,q 



-C A \n 



C, 



d u - 2 k q- 



In 



S j \k; x) 



(Any J tt^ k 2 (k-qf (\k\ + \q- k\) 2 



so\ £[l-e] r 2 (l+e) 
q 2 J [q > e(4nY T(l + 2e)° J 



and 



V q {H \q)=Vf\q)+ fdx J^fa 

J ° a=q,q 



X) 



(59) 
(60) 



3 6 J \i\ A v 18 2 J 9 \ A 2 



Sf\q;x) 



i 

- / dp 
'o 



^«C9) + ^PM 

Up 



ln^ Sf\q;x/3) 



1 

; / d/3 

'o 



21^—^) (1 + P 2 )C F + C F (1-P) + C A P 



S?\q;x(3) 



4 NLA jet impact factor: the gluon contribution 

We consider now the case of incoming gluon (see Fig. [3]). 



4.1 Virtual corrections 

Virtual corrections are the same as in the case of the inclusive gluon impact factor [HI |9| [TO]: 

r[l-e] T 2 (l+s) 



x 



+ 



(q 2 Y C dx^f Jx)Sf\q;x) 
e(4ny T(l + 2e) vy ; J C F JgK J J W ' ; 

ll + 9e 



(61) 



C A \n[%)+C A r2 



e 2(l + 2e)(3 + 2e) 



N F (i + e )(2 + e)-l 



+ c 



C A (l+e)(l + 2e)(3 + 2e) 

e 



■(l + e)(l + 2e)(3 + 2e) 
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+ ^(l) + V(l-e)-2^(l + e) 

. N F \ I 

1 +e - 



C A J (1 + e) 



(xjpi , kj) 




Figure 3: Schematic representation of the jet vertex for the case of gluon in the initial state. 
Here p\ is the proton momentum, x is the fraction of proton momentum carried by the 
gluon, Xjpi is the longitudinal jet momentum, kj is the transverse jet momentum and q is 
the transverse momentum of the incoming Reggeized gluon. 



The ^-expansion has the form 

r[l-e] T 2 (l + e) 



C A 



X 



e{A.y F(l + 2e) ^ J ^ f g {x) S? ^ x) 



+ e< C A 



67 



71 

~2 



+ 0(e) 



(62) 



4.2 Real corrections: qq intermediate state 

In the NLO gluon impact factor real corrections come from intermediate states of two par- 
ticles, which can be quark-antiquark or gluon-gluon. In this Subsection we consider the 
former. The real contribution from the quark-antiquark case is [SI El EH EH] : 



(47T) 

x T R V q9 (e,(3) 



. , dx yrfg( x ) [ dP 

'o Jo 



d 



D-2, 



tt 1+£ k 2 (k-qf 



(63) 



C F | (3(1 - (3)k ■ (q — k) 
Ca (k - (3q) 2 



Sj(q— k, k, x(3; x) 



with 



2/3(1 - g) 
1 + e 



(64) 



Below we discuss separately the first and the second contributions in the r.h.s. of Eq. f )63|) . 



which we denote V a (Rq?){CF) and v^ Rqq){CA) . 
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The first contribution is 



y(R qq )(C F )^- 



(4tt 



dx ^rfg( x ) I d P 

'o 



d u ~ 2 k q- 



71 



1+£ k 2 (k-q) 2 



x T R V qg (e,P)^Sf ) (q-k,k,xP ] x) 



(65) 



(An) 



dxf g (x) J d(3T R V qg (e,f3) j 



d°- 2 k 



7T 



1+E 



X — 



k 2 + (q-k) 2 



1 1 
— + — — — 

k 2 (q— k) 2 



Sj(q — k, k, x/3; x) . 



Here we have collinear divergences for k = and q — k = 0. The contribution in these 

— # — * 

kinematical regions is the same, as can be easily seen after the changes of variables k — > q — k 
and P — > 1 — /3, since V qg (e,(3) = V qg (e, 1 — ff) and taking into account the property fl22|) 

(3) 

that the Sj jet selection function has to possess. Therefore we can write 



y{Rqq){C F )^ 



2N f 



(An) 



f dxf g (x) [ d(3T R V qg (e,(3) 
o Jo 



X 



d D - 2 k 



q- 



Sj (k, q — k, xj3; x) 



n l+e k 2 k 2 + ^_ k y 

and isolate the collinearly divergent part given by 

2N F 



y {RqgXCp, coll) ^ 



(An) £ 
d D ~ 2 k 



f dxf g (x) [ df3T R V qg (e,(3) 
o Jo 

B(A 2 -k 2 ) Sf(q-xP) 



(66) 



(67) 



2N. 



T[l-e]T 2 (l + e) U2 , £ f 1 



e (An) £ T(l + 2s) 



(A 2 ) £ / dxf g (x) 



x / d(3[P qg ((3)+e(3(l-f3)}S ( p(q;xf3) + 0(e), 
Jo 

where we have introduced, as before, the cutoff parameter A. The finite part is therefore 
defined by 



y(R qq )(C F finite) _ y(R qq )(C F ) _ y(R qq )(C F , coll) 

9 a 9 ' 

where one can take e — >■ limit and get 

y(R q ,)(C F Mite) =2NF f 1 dxfg{x) f 1 dj3 p M 

Jo Jo 



(6£ 



d 2 k 
n k 2 



S ( j\k, q - k, x(3; x) - 0(A 2 - k 2 ) Sf'(q; x(3) 



'2\ c(2), 



k 2 + (q- k) 2 



+ 0(e) . (69) 
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The second contribution in f )63l) is 



y(.Rqq)(C A ) ^ 



n f r , c A 



x T R V qg {e,f3) 



d D ~ 2 k q 



7T 1+£ k 2 (q-k) 2 
(A; - /3g) 2 



(70) 



Here the collinear divergence appears for k — (3q = and the integral in this region can be 
identified with 



y (Rqq)(C A , COII) ^ 



(An) 



[ dx^f g (x) I df3T R V qg (e,(3) 

JO <^F Jo 



d D - 2 k 



0(A 2 -(k-f3q) 2 )S<j 2) (q;x) 
ir^ik - (3q) 2 

r[i- £ ]r 2 (i + g ) . 2 £ (1 e 

1 e(4iry r(l + 2e) 1 > \3 6 



N, 



(71) 



1 C, 



x / dx^f g {x)sf{q ] x) + 0{e). 

Jo 

Then, the finite part can be written as 

y (R q g) (C A .finite) = y{R q9 ){C A ) _ y(R q q)(C A , coll) 

a a g 

After the change of variable k — > q — k in (17D1 and (17T1) we have 



(72) 



^)(^,nnite) ((f) = ^ y dx-^f g (x) I df3P qg {f3) 



X 





d 2 k 



(73) 



7T (A; -(1-/9)^)3 



g 2 /3(l-/3)£.(g-£) 



Sj 3 \k, q — k, x/3; x) 



k 2 {k — q 



_ (A 2 -(*-(!- + 0(e) • 



4.3 Real corrections: gg intermediate state 

The real contribution from the gluon-gluon case is [HI El HDl E 



Vi R ™\q) 



, Ca f ( \ f d k 



dp- 



q 2 v aa {p) 



[AnY Jo G>- v ' J tt^ £ J Po ■ (jfc _ f3q) 2 k 2 {k - q) 2 
x {/3 2 (£ - g ) 2 + (1 - (3) 2 k 2 - 0(1 - 0)k ■ (<f - fc)' 
x Sf } (q-k,k,xp;x) . 



(74) 
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where 



Vgg(P)=P(P) + P(l-P), With P{(3) 



(3 2 



(1-/3)- 



We note that here the lower integration limit in (3 is (3q = k 2 /s\, whereas the upper limit is 
1 — (3q. This comes from the G function in the impact factor definition (fTTj) . which restricts 
the radiation of either of the two gluons into the central region of rapidity. 

Using the symmetry of the integrand under the change of variables describing the two 
gluons, — > 1 — (3 and k — > q — k (thanks to the symmetry property ( I2"2"j) of the jet function), 
we get 



(47T) 



dx 7T fg( x ) 



d D - 2 k f 1 -^ 



71 



1+e 



d(3 P(p) 



(75) 



A) 



8 2 {k - qf + (1 - B)k ■ {k 

(k - (3q) 2 k 2 (k - q) 2 >- 
x Sf{q - k, k, x(3; x) = V g {R ^ {A) (q ) + K g ( ^ )(B) (<f) 

In this form the upper limit of (3 integration can be put to unity 



In V c 



the lower integration limit (3q can be put equal to zero. Then, after the 



change of variable k = (31, we obtain 

C A 
(4vr) e 

^2 



V} R ^ A \q 



X 



Q ' 



l 2 {l-q) 2 



<^F Jo 

Sf{q- (31,(31, x(3;x) 



2:; 



dP~ 2 \ 



71 



1+e 



(76) 



(4 



7T 



^^r/flO*) / ^/3P(/3)/3 



2c 



7T 



1+e 



X 



Z 2 + (Z-<f) 2 



1 

f 2 " 



1 



Sf\q- (31,(31, x(3;x) 



In this expression one has both soft and collinear divergences. The soft divergence can be 
isolated in the counterterm 



y(R gg )(A,aoft)^ 



(An) 



dx 7T-fg( x ) 



1 d(3 
o 1 



l-2e 



d D ~ 2 l 



Q ' 



71 



1+E J2 



z 2 + (/-<f 



x 



1 1 
— + — 

(l-q) 2 I 2 



Sf\q;x) 



(77) 



which equals 



r[l-e] T 2 (l + e) _ e 2C A 



£(4tt) £ r(l + 2e) 



I dx TT- fg( x ) Sj\q;x) 

JO 



(7i 



19 



After the subtraction of the soft divergence, collinear divergences still appear for I = and 
I — q = and can be isolated by the following two counterterms: 

V (R 39 )(A,con l)m = 2 Ca f 1 dx Ca {x) i d D -n / r 

9 yHJ (4vr) £ J C F J9K > J 7r i+ £ ( g -_/)2 V KH ' 

x jf rf/3/3 2£ - sf (g ; x) (79) 

and 



x jf 1 d(3 f3 2£ (p((3)Sf\q; x(l - (3)) - ±Sf{q 
These counterterms equal 

x C A f-^ + e ^\+0(e), (81) 



x 2C A 



L(i-/3)+ V 



x 5f(g;x/3) + 0(e), (82) 

where to obtain the last equation we made the change of variable — > 1 — and expanded 
the term (1 — /3) 2e_1 . The finite part is therefore defined by 

y(Rgg)(.A$mte) _ y(R gg )(A) _ y(R gg )(A,soft) _ y{R gg ){A,co\h) _ y(R gg ) (A, co\\ 2 ) _ ^gg^ 
( R )( B) _____ — * 

The Vg 33 term, defined in (|75p . has a collinear divergence for k — q =0. It can be 
isolated in the following integral: 



VlR-XB^ = 2 Ca . f dx ^ fg{x) f dmfi) 

(4tt) £ J C f J 



x 



[ d ~ k 6 (A 2 - (k - q) 2 ) S { f\q; xfi) , (84) 

[ df3 2C A P(J3) Sf\q; x/3) + 0(e) , 
Jo 
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where (3q has been put equal to zero thanks to the property of lowest order jet function ([TBI) . 
Another singularity appears when /3 — > 0; in this region we can isolate the term 



y (R gg )(B, soft) ^ 



(85) 



e/«£/.(.) ( X ^^l'3- P ± S?(g-k;x) 



7T 



/3o 



/3 k 2 {q-k) 2 {k- Pq) r < 



(47T) 



(47T) 



Sy(q-k;x) 



71 



l+E 



/3 



k 2 (k-q) 2 



cu ff . r d u - 2 k 

ax Jg\% 



vr 1+£ k 2 (k~q) 2 k 2 (\k\ + \q-k\) 2 



In 



Sj\q- k-x) . 



The finite part of V g is therefore defined by 

y(R gg )(B,&mte) _ y(R gg )(B) _ y(R gg )(B, coll) _ y(R gg )(B, B oft) 
9 9 9 9 



(86) 



When the gluon part of BFKL counterterm, given in (1341) . is combined with y q s , 



given in ([85]) . we see that the dependence on s\ disappears and we obtain 



17) 



C A 

(4tt) ,„ 



ca f d u - 2 k r 

i dx C F h[X) J p { k-q) 2 



In 



so 



+ \q-k\y 



s 



(2), 



' — k: x) 



4.4 Final result for the gluon in the initial state 

We collect first the contributions which contain singularities given in (|62j) . ( |67|) . (jTTj) . ( J78|) . 
HSU, and ® and get 

V {1) (q) = (V^ + V ( - R i1 )( - Cf ' C ° 11) + V^^XCA.coll) + y(R gg )(A, S oit) (gg) 
+ y(R gg )(A,colh) + y(R gg )(A,colh) + y(R gg )(B, C oll)j ^ 



T[l-e] T 2 (l+e) 



dx TT- f 9 ( x ) 



x 



e(4ny r(l + 2e) J ' C F 
(?) 



2 ^e ( 11C A N F I S 



6 



2(A 2 r(^-f 



'tj 2 C a 13N f 
+ £ — h 



Sf{q-x) 



C f 



gg (P) + 2N F ^P qg (P))S?\q:.rS) 



-r 2e I dp 
'o 



N F ^(1-P)P 



+ 2Cj 



1-/3 



(l-P)P(l-P) 



Sf\q;x(3)} + 0(e) . 
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Then, we collect the contributions given in f )69|) . (1731 . fl83|) . fl86l) . and get (transforming 
to the form used in [2]) 



V^ 2 \q) = (Vj^XCV .finite) _|_ y-(-R«?)(C A) finite) + ^(Jl 99 )(A,finite) 
_|_y(-Rflfl)(- B .finite)j ^ 



39) 



/ dxf g (x) 
Jo Jo 



dp 



2N F P qg ((3) 



d 2 k 



Sf\k, q — k, x(3; x) 



+ N F ^P qg (P) 
Up 



d 2 k 



n(k-(l-(3)qy 



^-^■^-^sf^q-KxM 



irk 2 [k 2 + (q-k) 2 
-9(A 2 -k 2 )Sf{q; xf3) 



k 2 (k-q) 2 

e(A 2 -(k-(l-/3)q) 2 )sf\q;x) 
1 d(3 



dx2C A -^ f g (x 
u F 



[(1-0)P(1-P)] 



dH 

Til 2 



X 



I 2 + (I - q) 2 



+Sf\i3q + (1 - 0)1, (1 - (3)(q- I ), x{l - P)-x) ) -9 ( A 2 - I 2 ) ( Sy\q- x(5) + ^(g ; x) 



Sf{q- (1 - /?)/; (1 - x{l -fox) 



0(A 2 -(A;-g) 2 )4 2) (g;x/3) 



q\l-P)k-(k-Pq) 
(k - f3q) 2 {k - q) 2 k 2 



Sj(q— k, k, x/3; x) 



(k-q) 2 
Besides, we define 



i g 2 &[(i-m -k\-m s(2) ^ 

/3 k 2 (q-k) 2 J ' 



(4tt) 



d u ~ 2 k q [ 



71 



1+e 



In 



s 



k 2 (k-q) 2 (\k\ + \q-k\) 2 



Sf\q-k;x), (90) 



given in Eq. (J87J). 

Another contribution originates from the collinear and charge renormalization countert- 
erms, see Eqs. (13T1) and ( 1331) . 



n (4) (< 



r[i - e ] /- 1 

e (4tt) £ 



dxfg(x) 



(/4) £ 



/'HCU -/Yf^ Ca „(2) 



V 6 



3 7 C F 
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- (/4) £ f 

Jo 



d(3 



2N F P qg (f3) + 



(91) 



Finally, the gluon part of the jet impact factor is given by the sum of the above four 
contributions and can be presented as a sum of two terms: 



(lX -J- fg(x 



G, 



d°- 2 k 



Q ' 



s 



Sf{k;x) (92) 



and 



{Any J tt^ k 2 {k-qf {\k\ + \q- k\) 2 

r in ( s °\ r.? 2 r r[1 ~ e] r2(1 + £) ? (2) r.?- 

Vj n \q) = V g ^(q) + j\x^f, 



X 



11C, 



1 

+ / dp 
'o 



3/ A 4 2 18 



(93) 



P ro (/?)+2^^P w G9) 



In 4^ S?(ftxl3) 



i 

Id/3 
'o 



H l_P ) + K 1 " " 0)\ Ca+2N f - /3) 



5 Summary 



We have recalculated the jet vertices for the cases of quark and gluon in the initial state, first 
found in the papers by Bartels et al. [HE]- Our approach is different since the starting point 
of our calculation is the known general expression for NLO BFKL impact factors, given in 
Ref. [5], applied to the special case of partons in the initial state. Nevertheless, in many 
technical steps we followed closely the derivation of Refs. [TJ [2] . 

(2) (3) 

We checked our result by replacing everywhere the jet selection functions Sj and Sj 
by 1 and performing all integrations: we got back to known results for the NLO quark and 
gluon impact factors [9j E] • 

Let us discuss now the infrared finiteness of the obtained result for the jet impact factor. 
The NLO correction to the jet vertex (impact factor) has the form 



d^j\q 
dJ 



^^V(q[ 

Z7T 



Vtf) = V( I \q)+V( n \q) 



(94) 



where each part is the sum of the quark and gluon contributions, 



V (I \q) = Vy\q) + Vi J \q) , V^ H \q) = V} n \q) + V} H \q) 
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given in Eqs. (1511 . f[6"Uj) and in Eqs. 
manifestly finite. For V^\q) we have 



(JH2D, respectively. V q (II \q) and V; (//) ( 



tdxiy^ f a (x) + 

J ° \a=q,q 



C, 



f„(x) 



*) are 



(95) 



x 



(4 



7T 



d 



D-2\ 



TV 



l+e 



-Ca In 



k 2 (k — q 



In — 



s 



Sf\k;x) 



(\k\ + \q- 
e] T\l + e) 



k\y 



v g'/ - ' e(47r) e r(l + 2e)' 

Having the explicit form of the lowest order jet function (|16p . it is easy to see that the 
integration of V^'(q) over q with any function, regular at q = kj, will give some finite 
result. In particular, the finite result will be obtained after the convolution of V^\q) with 
BFKL Green's function, see Eq. (I15p . which is required for the calculation of the jet cross 
section. 

This may look somewhat surprising, but, in fact, it is not so since the impact factor 
is not, strictly speaking, a physical observable. The divergence in ( 19"5"|) arises from virtual 
corrections and, precisely, from the factor (so/q 2 ) 1 ^^ > entering the definition of the impact 
factor. In the computation of physical impact factors this divergence is cancelled by the one 
arising from the integration in the first term of Eq. ( )95|) . which is related with real emission. 
In the calculation of the jet vertex the q integration is "opened" and, therefore, there is 
no way to get the divergence needed to balance the one arising from virtual corrections. 
However, in the construction of any physical cross section, the jet vertex is to be convoluted 
with the BFKL Green's function, which implies the integration over the Reggeon transverse 
momentum q. 

In our approach the energy scale Sq remains untouched and need not be fixed at any 
definite scale. The dependence on s will disappear in the next-to-leading logarithmic ap- 
proximation in any physical cross section in which jet vertices are used. However, the 
dependence on this energy scale will survive in terms beyond this approximation and will 
provide a parameter to be optimized with the method adopted in Refs. [2U [27] . 

In order to compare our results with the ones of [TJ |2], we need to perform the transition 
from the standard BFKL scheme with arbitrary energy scale Sq to the one used in [TJ [2], 
where the scale of energy depends on the Reggeon momentum. The change to the scheme 
where the energy scale sq is replaced to any factorizable scale V^M^XM^?) l ea ds to the 
following modification of each impact factor (i = 1,2), see |28] 



d D - 2 k $, w (fc) In 



(o), 




KM(k,q)^, (96) 
k l 



where V? and are the lowest order impact factor and BFKL kernel. Therefore changing 
from so to sq = a/^?W we obtain the following replacement in our result for the jet impact 
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factor: 



V (I \q) ^V {I \q) = / dx 




(97) 




C A f d D ~ 2 k q 2 




produces a completely equivalent effect on the physical jet cross section as the factors Hl 
and H R which enter Eq. (76) of [2] (see Eqs. (101), (102) in [I] for the definition of H L , H R ). 

Therefore, for the final comparison one needs to consider our results for V q (q) and 
Vg H \q) (modulo the appropriate normalization factor) with the ones given in Eq. (105) 
of p] and Eq. (67) of [2] for the quark and gluon contributions, respectively. For this 
purpose we identify, following [Tj [2J , the A parameter with the collinear factorization scale 
fMp. In the gluon contribution we found a complete agreement, whereas in the quark case we 
point out to the following misprints in the Eq. (105) of [I]: 

• in the 'real' Ca term, the expression q—k must be replaced by q—zk, both in the 
numerator and the denominator; 

• Pqq(z) in front of the same term has to be replaced by V gq (0,z) or, similarly, by 



• just after it, H — is to be interpreted as — . 

Exactly these corrections were pointed out first in Ref. [23]. In that paper the results for the 
quark and gluon contributions to the jet vertices are presented in a form different from the 
one used in the original calculation of Refs. [H [2J. However, one can see after some analysis, 
that these two forms turn to be completely equivalent, contrary to the impression that the 
text before Eq. (3.4) in Ref. [23] may induce q 

Recently another work devoted to the calculation of the jet impact factor appeared [29J. 
It is an interesting application of the Lipatov's effective action method [30J to the problem 
in question. Within this method, a particular regularization of the longitudinal divergences 
has been proposed. In the traditional approach, these divergences are regularized by the 
account of the BFKL counterterm, see Eq. (134"]) . Unfortunately more work with the results 
of [2_H] seems still to be done in order to get an independent check of the final results for the 
jet impact factors. 
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